JO             CONCEPTION OF MATTER          [ CH.

then a paramdnu could not be the ultimate indivisible
particle.20

The next objection is that as par am anus combine
together, they must possess constituent parts, like
threads, for instance. In other words, when one param-
dnu comes between two other paramdnus and combines
with them, it really has two aspects corresponding to
the two par am anus with which it combines. From this
mediation it is inferred that the front part of the interven-
ing paramdnu has come in contact with the paramdnu
in the front, while the rear part has combined with the
paramdnu at the back. Now, these front and rear parts
naturally refer to the two constituent parts of the inter-
vening paramdnu. Likewise, the mediating paramdnu
will combine simultaneously with other paramdnus put
on all other four sides. In this way, the paramdnu in
the middle will join others on six sides. As conjunction
is an attribute, it must have a substratum, and, again, as
it does not pervade over the whole of its substratum,
there must be parts in its substratum. This shows that
^paramdnu has parts.27

To this it is said that the contact of the paramdnu
in the centre with the other paramdnus is due to the fact
that a paramdnu possesses a limited form (^nurtd) and
not because it has parts. And, again, a substance which
has parts inheres in another substance, but as a paramdnu
does not inhere in any substance, it has no parts; hence,
it is wrong to hold that there are parts in a paramdnu
with which other paramdnus combine.28

There are other similar objections against the
partless nature of a paramdnu., such as, possessing motion,
being the productive of dravyas^ being the substratum of
the samskara which is the cause of motion, and also
being in possession of priority and posteriority. All
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